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Rape has become one of the major i s -
sues of the Canadian women's movement. 
Along w i t h matrimonial property 
r i g h t s i t i s the major focus p o i n t 
f o r changes i n law. The pressure f o r 
new laws has been i n c r e a s i n g over the 
past f i v e years, as a v a r i e t y of i n -
d i v i d u a l f e m i n i s t s and women's groups 
(notably the N a t i o n a l A c t i o n Committee, 
the f e d e r a l and p r o v i n c i a l Advisory 
C o u n c i l s on the Status of Women and 
i n d i v i d u a l Rape C r i s i s Centres) have 
made re p r e s e n t a t i o n s to the f e d e r a l 
government to c l a r i f y , s i m p l i f y and 
r a t i o n a l i z e l e g i s l a t i o n r e l a t i n g to 
sexual offences i n the C r i m i n a l Code. 
Inc r e a s i n g p u b l i c awareness i s a l s o 
apparent, no doubt p a r t l y because of 
i n c r e a s i n g media i n v e s t i g a t i o n of the 
s u b j e c t . 
Lorenne C l a r k and Debra Lewis have 
made a ti m e l y academic c o n t r i b u t i o n to 
t h i s l a t e s t round i n the push f o r equal 
r i g h t s f o r women wi t h t h e i r book Rape: 
The P r i c e of Coercive S e x u a l i t y . They 
have made a c o n s t r u c t i v e attempt to 
use e m p i r i c a l data as a foundation f o r 
explanation and p o l i c y a n a l y s i s . The 
v o i d t h a t has e x i s t e d i n the l i t e r a t u r e 
has p e r s i s t e d f a r too long and the 
authors have made a pio n e e r i n g attempt 
to f i l l t h i s gap. In so doing they 
provide us wi t h a u s e f u l base f o r 
f u r t h e r e x p l o r a t i o n . This i s the 
f i r s t time t h a t rape information and 
research has come out i n book form 
i n Canada and i n t h i s way i t has 
drawn together much of the work t h a t 
advocates of change have had to s i f t 
through i n a much l e s s p a l a t a b l e form. 
I t i s r e f r e s h i n g to read a book which 
s t a t e s i t s ideology a t the s t a r t . 
C l a r k and Lewis i n d i c a t e c l e a r l y i n 
chapter 1 tha t t h e i r s i s a f e m i n i s t 
p e r s p e c t i v e — a r e l i e f from the many 
personal sexual biases which are 
passed o f f as " o b j e c t i v e " recommenda-
t i o n s . 
The authors view rape as a crime 
against property. In a c l e a r and pre-
c i s e manner, they t r a c e the h i s t o r i c a l 
development of rape l e g i s l a t i o n , 
showing how the d e f i n i t i o n of women as 
the p r i v a t e property of men i s the 
ba s i s f o r the present p r o v i s i o n s i n 
the C r i m i n a l Code. The authors a l l u d e 
to the Marxist a n a l y s i s which they are 
using but f a i l t o car r y t h e i r argument 
to i t s l o g i c a l c o n c l u s i o n . For example, 
i n the f i n a l chapter, the authors 
b r i e f l y mention the p a r a l l e l between 
t h i s i n t e r p r e t a t i o n of women and the 
" c o l o n i a l m e n t a l i t y " but they do not 
develop t h i s i d e a . A d i s c u s s i o n of 
rape based on the premise t h a t women 
are "forms of p r i v a t e property," must 
s u r e l y examine the p o l i t i c a l r oots of 
a system of p r i v a t e ownership. I f 
". . .(t)he primary determinant of 

e x i s t i n g s o c i a l r e l a t i o n s i s p r i v a t e 
property, and the primary determinant 
of the s o c i a l r e l a t i o n s between the 
sexes i s the s t a t u s of women as forms 
of p r i v a t e property under the ex-
c l u s i v e ownership and c o n t r o l of 
men . . . ." (p. 74), then t o do any-
t h i n g beyond ' l e g a l ' law reform (that 
i s , j u g g l i n g l e g a l s t a t u t e s and r e -
forming a d m i n i s t r a t i v e procedures i n -
v o l v i n g the p o l i c e and courts) i s 
going to r e q u i r e a great deal more 
than the s u r p r i s i n g l y i n c r e m e n t a l i s t 
measures the authors recommend. 
The e l i m i n a t i o n o f rape r e q u i r e s much 
more than a t t i t u d e change, no matter 
how wide-spread i t i s or the e l i m i n a -
t i o n of misogyny (a f a c t o r whose ex-
planatory power i s g r e a t l y exaggerated). 
The authors repeatedly i n c a n t the 
well-worn slogan of s t r u c t u r a l change, 
but shy away from any concrete de-
l i n e a t i o n o f t h i s important but d i s -
t r e s s i n g l y vague n o t i o n . 
P r i v a t e property i s a f u n c t i o n of the 
c a p i t a l i s t system. Therefore the 
e l i m i n a t i o n o f rape, which the authors 
argue i s a consequence of the p r i v a t e 
ownership of property, r e q u i r e s a 
fundamental t r a n s f o r m a t i o n of the 
economic and p o l i t i c a l system. 
As a s t a t i s t i c a l study, the book con-
t a i n s some r a t h e r s e r i o u s drawbacks— 
most of which the authors f r e e l y ad-
mit. Few i f any g e n e r a l i z a t i o n s can 
be drawn from such a small sample— 
d e a l i n g as i t does w i t h some hundred 
v i c t i m s and about t h i r t y offenders. 
As w e l l , the data i s dated. This i s 
not, however, an indictment of the 
study. I t s value l i e s i n c r e a t i n g an 
a n a l y t i c a l approach to which other, 
more extensive data can be a p p l i e d as 
i t becomes a v a i l a b l e . I t i s a l i t t l e 
s u r p r i s i n g , however, that they chose 
not to make more use of some of the 
r e g u l a r l y c o l l e c t e d crime s t a t i s t i c s 
to provide a n a t i o n a l overview of the 
s i t u a t i o n . They do make use of some 
other authors' f i n d i n g s which does 
help to f i l l out the p i c t u r e . 
Unfortunately i n i n t e r p r e t i n g the 
data the authors make a v a r i e t y of 
conclusive statements f o r which they 
simply do not have enough evidence. 
For example, we are t o l d that some 
of the "most i n t e r e s t i n g " (p. 98) 
data i s about the offender's occupa-
t i o n , and that "approximately one 
quarter (24.1%) were c l a s s i f i e d as 
' i d l e ' or ' u n e m p l o y e d ' . . . . " This 
i s i n t e r e s t i n g , except t h a t upon 
l o o k i n g at the accompanying t a b l e we 
f i n d t h a t i n r e a l numbers we. are 
speaking of seven i n d i v i d u a l s i n a 
sample of twenty-nine. I t i s not only 
i n t e r e s t i n g — i t i s misleading. Devel-
oping hypotheses f o r f u r t h e r t e s t i n g 
from such a l i m i t e d sample i s one 
t h i n g — d r a w i n g d e f i n i t i v e g e n e r a l i z a -
t i o n s i s q u i t e another. We are t o l d 
t h a t the average height of the o f f e n -
ders i s 5 f e e t 9 inches and the aver-
age weight i s from 130 to 200 pounds 
and he i s of s l i g h t to medium b u i l d , 
from which the authors conclude t h a t 
". . . h e appears t o be a b i t smaller 
than average . . . ." (p. 97) I s tha t 
r e a l l y smaller than average? For some 
reason, the authors f i n d t h i s s u r p r i s -
in g because they have a notion t h a t 
one would expect a rape v i c t i m to 
remember her a s s a i l a n t as l a r g e r 
than he was. The p o i n t escapes me. 
Further on we are t o l d t h a t ". . . h e 
(the a s s a i l a n t ) i s c e r t a i n l y not hand-
some" (p. 106), w i t h no evidence to 
th a t e f f e c t except what the authors 
consider a t t r a c t i v e . The l i s t of 
c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s (on p. 98) which are 
used to support t h i s i s har d l y con-
v i n c i n g . Indeed they could e a s i l y 
apply to a v a r i e t y of people we a l l 
know, non-rapists i n c l u d e d . 
From t h i s c o l l e c t i o n of sketchy data 
and shaky a n a l y s i s , the authors 
a r r i v e at the assumption that " . . . 
our s o c i a l s t r u c t u r e s have produced 
so many " l o s e r s " whose sexual a l i e n a -
t i o n expresses i t s e l f i n rape." What-
ever the v a l i d i t y of t h i s c o n c l u s i o n 
there i s l i t t l e i n t h e i r data to 
subs t a n t i a t e i t . 
The r e a l drawback i n the data s e c t i o n 
of the book i s that the authors some-
how f e e l they must speak to every 
piece of informat i o n they have. In 
so doing, they make unsupported 
g e n e r a l i z a t i o n s and draw a t t e n t i o n to 
f a c t s which can only be p e r i p h e r a l l y 
r e l a t e d to the c e n t r a l concern. 
Even w i t h the i d e n t i f i e d s h o r t -
comings, however, C l a r k and Lewis 
have provided a thought provoking 
book and a step i n the c o n t i n u i n g 
e f f o r t t o e l i m i n a t e the crime of 
rape. 
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The a r t of a n a l y s i s presupposes a body 
of m a t e r i a l t h a t i s s u f f i c i e n t l y d i s -
t i n c t and se r i o u s enough to be s t u d i e d . 
Given t h a t women have been sexual be-
ings s i n c e year one, i t i s nothing 
short o f mind-boggling t h a t a member 
of the species has o n l y j u s t p u b l i s h e d 
a study l a y i n g bare some f a c t s about 
our s e x u a l i t y t h a t we d i d not know. 
I t i s no l e s s remarkable t h a t the 
reason she has been able to accomplish 
t h i s i s t h a t we women are only j u s t 
beginning t o take ourselves and our 
